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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-15 are pending 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 4/21/2004 has been 
considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3, 6, 10-12, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Miller et al. (Synchronizing Clipboards of Multiple Computers). 

In regard to claim 1, Miller discloses a method for sharing clipboard data 
between different computers of a group, comprising (Pg 1 lines 1-2): 

commanding a first computer of the group to copy or cut selected data to a 
clipboard of the first computer (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 lines 2-3: Synchronized clipboard is 
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owned by machine where most recent copy operation occurred, copy operation occurs 
on computer A. Since the clipboard is owned by the computer where most recent copy 
operation has occurred, computer A's clipboard becomes the synchronized clipboard so 
data cut or copied from the first computer A is stored in computer A's clipboard)] 

causing the first computer to send a message to at least a second computer of 
the group that the data on the clipboard has been updated (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 4: A 
notifies the other members that it is taking ownership. In other words, Computer A 
sends a message to other computers that a copy operation has occurred and the 
clipboard has been changed or updated); 

providing the second computer with access to the clipboard (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 
lines 5-6: then computer B satisfies the paste by retrieving the clipboard contents from 
computer A. Computer B has access to computer A)\ 

and commanding an application operating on the second computer to paste the 
selected data (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 5: paste operation occurs on computer B). 

In regard to claim 2, Miller discloses the method wherein the commanding the 
first computer consists of causing the first computer to copy or cut the selected data (Pg 
2 Paragraph 8 lines 2-3: copy operation occurs on computer A). 



In regard to claim 3, Miller discloses the method wherein commanding the 
application operating on the second computer consists of causing the second computer 
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to paste the selected data (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 5: If paste operation occurs on 
computer B). 

In regard to claim 6, Miller discloses the method wherein providing does not 
include copying the selected data to a clipboard of the second computer (Pg 2 
Paragraph 8 lines 5-6: then computer B satisfies the paste by retrieving the clipboard 
contents from computer A). 

In regard to claim 10, Miller discloses a computer network, comprising: 

a first computer including at least one first processing element operating under at 
least partial control of a program that: 

causes the at least one first processing element to recognize when an operating 
system associated therewith has caused data to be applied to a clipboard (Pg 2 
Paragraph 8 lines 2-3: Synchronized clipboard is owned by machine where most recent 
copy operation occurred, copy operation occurs on computer A. Since the clipboard is 
owned by the computer where most recent copy operation has occurred, computer A's 
clipboard becomes the synchronized clipboard so data cut or copied from the first 
computer A is stored in computer A's clipboard. It is inherent that some form of 
processing element within computer A is responsible for the copy operation); 

and causes the at least one first processing element to send a message to at 
least one second computer of the computer network when data on the clipboard of the 
first computer is changed (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 4: A notifies the other members that it 
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is taking ownership. In other words, Computer A sends a message to other computers 
that a copy operation has occurred and the clipboard has been changed or updated. It 
is inherent that some form of processing element on computer A is responsible for 
sending the message to another computer on the network): 

and the at least one second computer including at least one second processing 
element operating under at least partial control of a program that (Pg 2 Paragraph 8: 
Computer B): 

causes the at least one second processing element to receive the message (Pg 
2 Paragraph 8 line 4: A notifies the other members that it is taking ownership. In other 
words, Computer A sends a message to other computers that a copy operation has 
occurred and the clipboard has been changed or updated. It is inherent for the 
operation of the invention that some processing element of computer B is responsible 
for receiving the message that the clipboard has been modified by computer A)\ 

and upon receiving a command from an application running on the at least one 
second computer, retrieves at least a portion of the data from the clipboard of said the 
first computer and imports at least the portion of the data into said the application (Pg 2 
Paragraph 8 lines 5-6: then computer B satisfies the paste by retrieving the clipboard 
contents from computer A. Computer B has access to computer A; Pg 2 Paragraph 8 
lines 2-3: copy operation occurs on computer A). 

In regard to claim 1 1 , Miller discloses the computer network wherein the 
program causes the at least one first processing element to recognize when a copy or 



Application/Control Number: 10/828,783 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2109 

cut command has been issued by an application running on the first computer (Pg 2 
Paragraph 8 lines 2-4: When a copy operation occurs on Computer A, it takes 
ownership. It is inherent for the operation of the invention that Computer A causes a 
processing element to recognize a copy has occurred in order to inform other 
computers of the change in clipboard). 

In regard to claim 12, Miller discloses the computer network wherein the 
command from the application running on the second computer comprises a paste 
command (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 5: a paste operation subsequently occurs on 
computer B). 

In regard to claim 15, Miller discloses a computer network, comprising: 
a first computer including at least one first processing element programmed for: 
copying or cutting selected data to a clipboard (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 lines 2-3: 
Synchronized clipboard is owned by machine where most recent copy operation 
occurred, copy operation occurs on computer A. Since the clipboard is owned by the 
computer where most recent copy operation has occurred, computer A's clipboard 
becomes the synchronized clipboard so data cut or copied from the first computer A is 
stored in computer A's clipboard): 

and sending a message to at least one second computer of the computer 
network when data on the clipboard of the first computer is changed (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 
line 4: A notifies the other members that it is taking ownership. In other words, 
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Computer A sends a message to other computers that a copy operation has occurred 
and the clipboard has been changed or updated)] 

and the at least one second computer including at least one second processing 
element operating under at least partial control of a program for: 

causing the at least one second processing element to receive the message (Pg 
2 Paragraph 8 line 4: A notifies the other members that it is taking ownership. In other 
words, Computer A sends a message to other computers that a copy operation has 
occurred and the clipboard has been changed or updated. It is inherent for the 
operation of the invention that some processing element of computer B is responsible 
for receiving the message that the clipboard has been modified by computer A)\ 

and upon receiving a command from an application running on the at least one 
second computer, retrieving at least a portion of the data from the clipboard of said the 
first computer and importing at least the portion of the data into the application (Pg 2 
Paragraph 8 lines 5-6: then computer B satisfies the paste by retrieving the clipboard 
contents from computer A. Computer B has access to computer A; Pg 2 Paragraph 8 
lines 2-3: copy operation occurs on computer A). 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 5, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller et al. (Synchronizing Clipboards of Multiple Computers) in view 
of Harple (US 6195091 B1). 

In regard to claims 4 and 13, Miller fails to disclose providing second computer 
with information on the formats of data on the clipboard. However, Harple discloses a 
check format function which determines whether data of a specified format is present 
(Column 9 line 12: To determine the format, computer A must supply the necessary 
information to computer B regarding the plurality of formats stored within the clipboard). 
Miller and Harple are analogous art because they are both from the same field of 
endeavor of collaborative computing. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings 
of Harple to Millers invention because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated 
to provide information regarding the format of data stored within the clipboard so a user 
can determine if they need the particular data. 

In regard to claims 5 and 14, Miller discloses the atleast one second processing 
element is configured to select portion of the data to be imported into application (Pg 2 
Paragraph 8 lines 5-6: then computer B satisfies the paste by retrieving the clipboard 
contents from computer A. Computer B has access to computer A; Pg 2 Paragraph 8 
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lines 2-3: copy operation occurs on computer A) .Miller fails to disclose 
obtaining/selecting a format. However, Harple discloses a get function for getting data 
of a specified format (Column 9 line 1 1: In turn computer B will get data that is a format 
determined by computer B or the user of computer B). Miller and Harple are analogous 
art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of collaborative computing. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Harple to Millers invention because 
one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide a way to select data from a 
clipboard that is application-compatible or in a format desired by the user. 



6. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miller et 
al. (Synchronizing Clipboards of Multiple Computers) and further in view of Aldred 
(5649105). 

In regard to claim 7, Miller discloses a method for transmitting data in a 
registered format from one computer to another computer, comprising: 

providing an operating system of a first computer running an application in which 
a copy command is issued (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 lines 2-3: copy operation occurs on 
computer A) ] 

generating a message on the first computer that clipboard data on the first 
computer has been updated (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 4: A notifies the other members that 
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it is taking ownership. In other words, Computer A sends a message to other computers 
that a copy operation has occurred and the clipboard has been changed or updated)] 

transmitting the message to at least one second computer (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 line 
4: A notifies the other members that it is taking ownership. In other words, Computer A 
sends a message to other computers that a copy operation has occurred and the 
clipboard has been changed or updated); 

issuing a paste command on the at least one second computer, comprising 
generating a request and transmitting the request to the first computer (Pg 2 Paragraph 
8 line 5: paste operation occurs on computer B); 

and in response to the request from the at least one second computer, 
transmitting requested data from the clipboard of the first computer to the clipboard of 
the at least one second computer (Pg 2 Paragraph 8 lines 5-6: then computer B 
satisfies the paste by retrieving the clipboard contents from computer A. Computer B 
has access to computer A). 

Miller fails to disclose using a string name associated with the copied data to 
communicate with the second computer. However, Aldred discloses original file names 
made available to the destination (Column 19 lines 35-37: The first computer sends a 
message to a second computer notifying the second computer of data to be transferred. 
The second computer is supplied, by the first computer, with the original file name of the 
data, which is considered a "string name". Then once the second computer receives 
the transfer, it is responsible for assigning the data a name). Miller and Aldred are 
analogous art because they are both from the same field of endeavor of collaborating 
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work in a network. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Aldred to Miller 
invention because one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to provide an 
identifier or name associated with data to be transferred to another computer to provide 
a way to distinguish between different data. 

7. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miller et al. (Synchronizing Clipboards of Multiple Computers) in view of Aldred 
(5649105) and further in view of Spilo (US 6208999 B1). 

In regard to claim 8 and 9, Miller and Aldred fail to disclose randomly generating 
numeric format identifiers. However, Spilo discloses allocating file identification 
numbers based on pseudorandom number generation (Column 8 lines 8-12: It should 
be understood that this type of number generation can be used in any situation of 
computing where specific data needs a unique identifier associated with it It should 
also be understood that this technique is controlled by the operating system, so the 
operating system must communicate with the data name in order to create the random 
identifier for the data). Miller, Aldred, and Spilo are analogous art because they are 
from the same field of endeavor of digital computing. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teachings of Spilo to Miller and Aldred because one of ordinary skill in 
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the art would be motivated to assign unique identifiers to data to distinguish it from other 
data. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas S. Ulrich whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1397. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chameli Das can be reached on 571-272-3696. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nicholas Ulrich 
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